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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The claims 1*12 are pending in this application. This is a non-final office action in 
response to Application number 10/068,362 filed on 6 February 2002. 

Specification 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the first sentence restates 
information already described in the title. Correction is required. See MPEP 

§ 608.01(b). 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

4. The claimed invention relates to a method and machine-readable storage 
(collectively referred to as "system") for requesting services from an application not 
physically connected to the requesting device, e.g. a mobile device. The system further 
employs a conventional caching concept for storing data, determining whether the 
request data is previously stored in the cache or storage, and providing data from an 
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appropriate source to improve the efficiency of the network providing data. In which in 
the same field of endeavor, the applied references teach the same. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



6. Claims 1-4 and 7-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kimoto et al. (U.S. Patent 6,829,484), hereafter referred to as Kimoto. 

7. Regarding claims 1 and 7, Kimoto disclosed a system for requesting location- 
based services comprising the steps of: 

responsive to receiving a network request for location-based processing from a 
pervasive device (see figure 3, mobile terminals are connected to the infonvation center 
via wireless radio communication] column 2 lines 57-61; figure 18 #S2; figure 38 #A6; 
figure 45 #C1), storing said received network request (see figure 20 #S35, registration 
stores location in database] figure 37 #49-2) and forwarding said received network 
request to a selected location-based application (see figure 18 #S3, S5); 
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receiving a rejection response to said forwarded network request (see figure 18 
#S8; figure 45 #C3, negative outcome is a rejection response) and identifying in said 
rejection response a request for required location information (see figure 45 #C5, 
selection offered to user is a request for required location information)] and 

locating said required location information from within said stored network 
request (see figure 45 #C6), formulating an augmented network request with said 
required location information (see figure 45 #C6), and forwarding said augmented 
network request to said selected location-based application (see figure 18 #S5), said 
selected location-based application performing said location-based processing using 
said required location information provided in said augmented network response (see 
figure 1 8 #S6'). 

8. Regarding claims 2 and 8, Kimoto disclosed wherein said network requests are 
hypertext transfer protocol (HTTP) requests (see column 35 lines 23-28; figure 18 #S3) 
and said rejection response is a class 4xx HTTP rejection response (see column 35 
lines 39-47; figure 18 #S8). 

9. Regarding claims 3 and 9, Kimoto disclosed caching said augmented network 
requests (see column 55 lines 1-12). 

10. Regarding claims 4 and 10, Kimoto disclosed the system of claims 3 and 9, 
including comprising the steps of: 
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determining whether a valid augmented network request associated with said 
received network request can be located within said cache (see figure 63 #A3); and, 

if said valid augmented network request can be located within said cache, 
foHA/arding said valid augmented network request to said selected location based 
application (see figure 63 #A4); and 

if a valid network request cannot be located within said cache, storing said 
received network request (see figure 63 #A6) and forwarding said received network 
request to application (see figure 63 #A5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 5-6 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kimoto as applied to claims 4 and 10 above, and further in view of Diedrich et al. 
(U.S. Patent Publication 2002/0199018), hereafter referred to as Diedrich. 

13. Regarding claims 5-6 and 11-12, Kimoto disclosed the limitations, substantially 
as claimed, as described in claims 4 and 10. 
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Kimoto did not explicitly disclose recognizing a pattern of received network requests 
which result in a particular rejection response (claims 5-6, 11-12) for which said required 
location infomiation cannot be provided to said selected location based application as 
requested in said rejection response (claims 6 and 12); associating a particular 
formulated augmented network request with said recognized pattern (claims 5-6, 11- 
12); and storing said particular formulated augmented network request in said cache 
according to said association (claims 5-6, 11-12). 

However, in a related art, Diedrich disclosed an inventive concept wherein a client 
device learned a user's interests by recognizing a pattern from the user's previous 
selections (i.e. historical information) and applying this information to resolve future 
ambiguities (see paragraph 60). In addition, Diedrich disclosed the use of conventional 
browsers in its invention, e.g., Internet Explorer or Netscape, which are known to cache 
patterns of user interest, e.g.. historical information or bookmark, or the like (see 
paragraph 35). 

Both Diedrich and Kimoto taught location-based processing from a mobile device. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the teachings of Diedrich into the teachings of Kimoto to enable adaptive 
responses. As described by Diedrich, this would improve accuracy and reduce 
ambiguities in the results provided to the user (see paragraph 60). 
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Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular cols and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figs may apply as 
well It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention. Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Angela Widhalm whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1035. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
(571)273-8300. 
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information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infonnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



AW, 11/16/2005 




